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FAILURE DIAGNOSTIC SYSTEM OF
EVAPORATED FUEL PROCESSING SYSTEM

This non-provisional application claims priority under 35
U.S.C. §119(a) on patent application Ser. No. 2001-156812
filed 1n Japan on May 25, 2001, which 1s herein incorporated
by reference.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

1. Field of the Invention

The present invention relates to a failure diagnostic sys-
tem that determines whether an evaporated fuel processing
system has failed or not in order to prevent evaporated fuel
in a fuel tank from being emitted into the air.

2. Description of Related Art

Japanese Laid-Open Patent Publication (Kokai) No.
2000-282972 discloses a failure diagnostic system that
determines whether an evaporated fuel processing system
has failed or not. This failure diagnostic system 1s comprised
of a first failure diagnostic device (mode C) that determines
whether there 1s any leakage from a large hole with a
diameter of about 0.5 cm 1n a predetermined range based on
the engine speed and the engine load as parameters, and a
second failure diagnostic system (mode B) that determines
that there 1s leakage from a small hole with a diameter of
about 0.02 1inch on condition that there 1s a small change 1n
throttle angle 1n the predetermined range.

The conventional failure diagnostic system detects a
failure caused by leakage from a large hole on condition that
the internal pressure of the fuel tank i1s not reduced to a
desired negative pressure. More speciiically, the conven-
tional failure diagnostic system determines that the internal
pressure of the fuel tank 1s not reduced to a desired negative
pressure, 1.€. there 1s a failure caused by leakage from a large
hole on condition that the internal pressure of a tank does not
become lower than a predetermined value within a prede-
termined period of time. In this method, the intake negative
pressure that enables a predetermined pressure reduction
within a predetermined period of time 1s normally required,
and therefore, the predetermined range of the diagnosis as to
whether there 1s any leakage from a large hole 1s necessarily
determined to be an engine operating range that achieves a
certain 1ntake negative pressure. In determining whether
there 1s any leakage from a small hole, the degree of increase
in pressure 1n a secaled fuel tank with the internal pressure
thereof having been reduced to a predetermined negative
pressure 1s detected to carry out failure diagnosis, unlike
diagnosis as to whether there 1s any leakage from a large
hole as described above. However, the range of the diagnosis
as to whether there 1s any leakage from a small hole 1s
identical with the predetermined range of the diagnosis as to
whether there 1s any leakage from a large hole.

Whether there 1s any leakage from a small hole 1s deter-
mined according to the degree of increase in the pressure
after the pressure reduction, the range of the diagnosis
should not necessarily be a range that achieves an intake
negative pressure that enables the predetermined pressure
reduction 1n the predetermined period of time. Whether there
1s any leakage from a small hole may be determined 1n a
longer period of time than the predetermined period of time
insofar as the predetermined pressure reduction can be
achieved. In the conventional failure diagnostic system,
however, this 1s not taken into consideration 1n setting the
ranges of the diagnosis. Specifically, the range of the diag-
nosis as to whether there 1s any leakage from a small hole 1s
only set to be 1dentical with the range of the diagnosis as to
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whether there 1s any leakage from a large hole. This unnec-
essarily limits the range of the diagnosis as to whether there
1s any leakage from a small hole, and therefore reduces
failure diagnosis opportunities.

Further, the conventional failure diagnostic system sets
another diagnostic device (mode A) that determines whether
there 1s any leakage from a small hole 1n air-fuel ratio
leaning control during 1dling with an engine speed being
equal to or higher than a predetermined value. This only
increases the opportunities for detecting leakage from a
small hole by addition of another device and makes the
control logic and the like complicated, but cannot efficiently
increase failure diagnosis opportunities.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

It 1s therefore an object of the present invention to provide
a failure diagnostic system that determines whether an
evaporated fuel processing system has failed or not, and that
enables an 1mprovement in the failure diagnostic perfor-
mance by increasing failure diagnosis opportunities without
any trouble.

To attain the above object, the present invention provides
a failure diagnostic system of an evaporated fuel processing
system, comprising: a first failure diagnostic device for
shutting off an evaporated fuel purge passage connecting a
fuel tank and an engine intake passage from air and deter-
mining whether there 1s any leakage from a large hole by
monitoring a degree of increase 1 pressure 1n the fuel tank
with 1nternal pressure thereof having been reduced to a
negative pressure; and a second failure diagnostic device for
a pressure 1n the fuel tank to a predetermined negative
pressure and sealing off the fuel tank from air to carry out
failure diagnosis to determine whether there 1s any leakage
from a small hole by monitoring a degree of increase in
pressure 1n the fuel tank; and wherein an operating range of
the second failure diagnostic device 1s set to substantially
include an operating range of the first failure diagnostic
device and to be extended from the operating range of the
first failure diagnostic device to include a lower intake
negative pressure range.

According to the present invention, the first failure diag-
nostic device determines whether there 1s any leakage from
a large hole shuts off the purge passage for evaporated fuel,
which connects the fuel tank to the engine intake passage,
from the air and introduces in the engine intake negative
pressure 1nto the fuel tank, and detects poor introduction of
the engine 1ntake negative pressure by monitoring the degree
of decrease 1n the internal pressure of the fuel tank.
Therefore, the operating range of the first failure diagnostic
device 1s necessarlly determined according to the engine
intake negative pressure. The second failure diagnostic
device that determines whether there 1s any leakage from a
small hole reduces the internal pressure of the fuel tank to
the predetermined negative pressure and seals off the fuel
tank from air to carry out failure diagnosis to determine
whether there 1s any leakage from a small hole by monitor-
ing the degree of increase in the 1nternal pressure of the fuel
tank. Therefore, even if a change in the pressure i1s small
when the negative pressure 1s introduced, the second failure
diagnostic device 1s capable of failure diagnosis insofar as
the pressure can be reduced to the predetermined negative
pressure. Therefore, the present mvention i which the
operating range of the second failure diagnostic device 1s set
to substantially include an operating range of the first failure
diagnostic device and to be extended from the operating
range of the first failure diagnostic device to include a lower
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intake negative pressure range makes use of differences 1n
characteristics between the first failure diagnostic device and
the second failure diagnostic device, increases the opportu-
nities for failure diagnosis by the second failure diagnostic
device without any trouble, and improves the failure diag-
nostic performance.

In one preferred form of the present invention, the respec-
five operating ranges of the first failure diagnostic device
and the second failure diagnostic device are determined
according to the engine speed and the engine load deter-
mined as parameters, such that the operating range of the
second failure diagnostic device includes a lower engine
speed range and a lower engine speed range than the
operating range of the first failure diagnostic device. It 1s
therefore possible to simply set the optimum operating
ranges of the first and second failure diagnostic devices.

In another preferred form of the present invention, the
operating range B includes the entire operating range A, 1t 1s
not only determined whether there 1s any leakage from a
large hole. Therefore, 1t 1s never determined that the evapo-
rated fuel purge system i1s normally operating even though
there 1s leakage from a small hole, and this ensures the
reliability of the failure diagnosis.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

The name of this invention, as well as other objects and
advantages thereof, will be explained in the following with
reference to the accompanying drawings, in which like
reference characters designate the same or similar parts
throughout the figures and wherein:

FIG. 1 1s a schematic diagram showing the construction of
an evaporated fuel processing system and a failure diagnos-
fic system according to an embodiment of the present
mvention;

FIG. 2 1s a diagram showing respective operating ranges
of a first failure diagnostic device and a failure diagnostic
device;

FIG. 3 1s a flow chart showing the procedure for selecting,
the first or second failure diagnostic device;

FIG. 4 1s a flow chart showing one form of a second
failure diagnosis according to an embodiment;

FIG. 5 1s a flow chart showing one form of a first failure
diagnosis;

FIG. 6 1s a time chart useful 1n explaining the second
failure diagnosis; and

FIG. 7 1s a time chart useful in explaining the first failure
diagnosis.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
PREFERRED EMBODIMENT

Apreferred embodiment of the present invention will now
be described 1n detail with reference to the accompanying,
drawings. An evaporated fuel purge system as an evaporated
fuel processing system according to the present embodiment
is intended to prevent evaporated fuel (vapor) in a fuel tank
1 mnstalled 1n a vehicle, such as a motor vehicle, from being
emitted mto the air. This failure diagnostic system 1s con-
structed such that the evaporated fuel from the fuel tank 1 1s
led mto a canister 3, which 1s connected to a vapor passage
2, through the vapor passage 2, and the evaporated fuel
having been absorbed to the of the canister 3 1s purged into
an 1ntake passage 6 of an internal combustion engine 5
through a purge passage 4 on predetermined conditions.

A purge solenoid vale 7 serving as an opening and closing
device for opening and closing the purge passage 4 1is
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provided in the purge passage 4. A vent solenoid valve 8 for
opening and closing an air port 12 1s mounted on the canister
3. The purge solenoid valve 7 and the vent solenoid valve 8
are used for failure diagnosis. The purge solenoid valve 7
and the vent solenoid valve 8 are connected to an engine
control unit (hereinafter referred to as “ECU”) 11 and are
controlled to open and close according to control signals
supplied from the ECU 11.

As shown 1 FIGS. 6 and 7, when turned on, the purge
solenoid valve 7 1s opened to open the purge passage 4, and
when turned off, 1t closes the purge passage 4. The vent
solenoid valve 8 opens the air port 12 when turned oft, and

closes the air port 12 when turned on. Normally, the purge
solenoid valve 7 1s ON and the vent solenoid valve 8 1s OFF

in the evaporated fuel purge system. If the determination
conditions for failure diagnosis have been determined, the
purge solenoid valve 7 1s turned off to close the purge
passage 4, and the vent solenoid valve 8 1s turned on to close
the air port 12 to increase the internal pressure of the fuel
tank 1 to a pressure approximate to an atmospheric pressure.
In this state, 1f the purge solenoid valve 7 is turned on to
open the purge passage 4, the fuel tank 1 and the intake
passage 6 are brought into communication with each other
via the vapor passage 2 and the purge passage 4 so that the
inside pressure of the fuel tank 1 can be reduced by the
vacuuming action in the intake passage 6.

A fuel level sensor 9 as a remained fuel quantity detecting
device 1s attached to the fuel tank 1 so as to detect the
quantity of remained fuel 1n the fuel tank 1. A pressure

sensor serving as a pressure detecting device as a condition
detecting device 1s attached to the fuel tank 1 so as to detect
the mternal pressure of the fuel tank 1. Detection informa-
tion supplied from the fuel level sensor 9 and the pressure
sensor 10 1s transmitted to the ECU 11. A detachable filler
cap 16 1s mounted on an o1l filler 17 of the fuel tank 1. In
the case where the filler cap 16 1s normally mounted on the
o1l filler 17, the filler cap 16 seals the o1l filler 17 to prevent
the air from being led into the fuel tank 1 through the o1l
filler 17 (first embodiment).

The evaporated fuel purge system that 1s constructed 1n
the above-mentioned manner includes a failure diagnostic
system that detects a failure caused by leakage in the
evaporated fuel purge system 1n order to prevent evaporated
fuel from being emitted into the air due to failure. By
controlling the purge solenoid valve 7 and the vent solenoid
valve 8, the failure diagnostic system carries out failure
diagnosis by monitoring the degree of decrease (APD) and
the degree of increase (AP) in the internal pressure of the

fuel tank 1.

The failure diagnostic system has a first failure diagnostic
device 13 that controls the purge solenoid valve 7 and the
vent solenoid valve 8 to shut off the purge passage 4 from
the air, takes 1n engine intake negative pressure into the
purge passage 4 and then carries out failure diagnosis by
determining whether there 1s any leakage from a large hole
by monitoring the degree of decrease (APD) in the internal
pressure of the fuel tank 1; a second failure diagnostic device
14 that controls the purge solenoid valve 7 and the vent
solenoid valve 8 to decrease the 1nternal pressure of the fuel
tank 1 to a predetermined negative pressure and then shut off
the purge passage 4 from the air and carries out failure
diagnosis by determining whether there 1s any leakage from
a small hole by monitoring the degree of increase (APD) in
the 1internal pressure of the fuel tank 1; and a selection device
15 that selects the first failure diagnostic device 13 or the
second failure diagnostic device. In this embodiment, the
ECU 11 includes the first failure diagnostic device 13,
second failure diagnostic device 14, and selecting device 185.
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FIG. 2 1s a diagram showing an operating range A of the
operation of the first failure diagnostic device 13, and an
operating range B of the operation of the first failure
diagnostic device 14. In FIG. 2, the vertical axis represents
a load Ev of an engine or the like, and the horizontal axis
represents an engine speed Ne. In this embodiment, the
operating range B substantially includes the operating range
A, and 1s extended from the operating range A to include a
lower i1ntake negative pressure range. Namely, the engine
speced Ne and the load Ev are set as parameters of the
operating ranges A and B, and the operating range B
includes the lower load range and/or the lower engine speed
range than the operating range A and includes the entire
operating range A.

In this embodiment, the failure diagnosis as to whether
there 1s any leakage from a small hole device that 1t is
determined whether or not there 1s any leakage from a hole
with a diameter of about 1.0 mm, and the failure diagnosis
as to whether there 1s any leakage from a large hole device
that 1t 1s determined whether or not there 1s any leakage from
a large hole with a diameter of not less than 1.0 mm or the
filler cap 16 1s closed or not. A memory, not shown, of the
ECU 11 stores 1n advance a leakage determination value M
for use 1n failure diagnosis by the first failure diagnostic
device 13 and a leakage determination value L for use 1n
failure diagnosis by the second failure diagnostic device 14.

A description will now be given of the operations of the
first failure diagnostic device 13, second failure diagnostic

device 14, and selection device 15 with reference to flow
charts of FIGS. 3, 4, and 5.

In FIG. 3, detecting devices, not shown, such as a revo-
lutionary speed sensor and a throttle angle sensor, detect and
read the engine speed Ne and the engine load Ev 1n a step
R1, and also read operating conditions such as the water
temperature, intake temperature, learned air-fuel ratio, and
remained fuel quantity. It 1s determined 1n a step R2 whether
or not the operating conditions except for the engine speed
Ne and the engine load Ev satisty predetermined conditions
for carrying out a first failure diagnosis. If the predetermined
conditions are satisfied, the process proceeds to a step R3 to
determine whether the engine speed Ne and the engine load
Ev are included in the operating range A or not with
reference to the map of FIG. 2. If the engine speed Ne and
the engine load Ev are included 1n the operating range A, the
process proceeds to a step R4 to select the first failure
diagnostic device 13 to carry out a first failure diagnosis
described later.

After the first failure diagnosis in the step R4 1s finished,
or 1f it 1s determined in the step R2 that the predetermined
conditions for carrying out the first failure diagnosis are not
satisfied, or if it 1s determined 1n the step R3 that the engine
speed Ne and the engine load Ev are not included 1n the
operating range A, the process proceeds to a step RS. In the
step RS, 1t 1s determined whether or not the operating
conditions except for the engine speed Ne and the engine
load Ev satisty predetermined conditions for carrying out a
second failure diagnosis. It it 1s determined 1n the step RS
that the predetermined conditions are satisfied, it 1s then
determined 1n a step R6 whether or not the engine speed Ne
and the engine load Ev are included 1n the operating range
B with reference to the map of FIG. 2. If the engine speed
Ne and the engine load Ev are included in the operating
range B, the process proceeds to a step R7 wherein the
second failure diagnostic device 14 1s selected to carry out
the second failure diagnosis described later. It should be
noted that after the second failure diagnosis in the step R7
1s finished, or if 1t 1s determined in the step RS that the
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predetermined conditions are not satisfied, or if 1t 1s deter-
mined 1n the step R6 that the engine speed Ne and the engine
load Ev are not included in the operating range B, the
process 1s terminated.

FIG. 4 1llustrates the details of the operation carried out by
the second failure diagnostic device 14 1n the step R7 of FIG.
3. The second failure diagnostic device 14 turns on the purge
solenoid valve 7 in a step S1 to decrease the internal pressure
of the fuel tank 1 to a predetermined negative pressure P2

shown 1n FIG. 6, and then turns off the purge solenoid valve
7 to seal the fuel tank 1. The process then proceeds to a step
S2 wherein an increase 1n the internal pressure of the fuel
tank 1 is measured (refer to FIG. 6), and in a step S3, the
degree of increase AP in the internal pressure (an increase
from the predetermined negative pressure P2) is calculated
from the measurement result). In the step S4, the degree of
increase AP 1n the internal pressure 1s compared with the
leakage determination value L, and if the degree of increase
AP 1s equal to or smaller than the leakage determination
value L, 1t 1s determined that there i1s no leakage in the
evaporated fuel purge system. The vent solenoid valve 8 1s
then turned off to end the second failure diagnosis.

If 1t 1s determined 1n the step S4 that the degree of increase
AP 1s greater than the leakage determination value L, 1t 1s
determined that there 1s the possibility of leakage in the
evaporated fuel purge system. The process then proceeds to
a step S5 wherein the number of times 1t 1s determined that
there 1s the possibility of leakage 1s counted, and it 1s then
determined 1n a step S6 whether or not the counted number
of times has reached a predetermined number of times stored
in advance 1n the memory of the ECU 11. If the counted
number of times has not reached the predetermined number
of times, the steps S1 to S6 are repeated 1n order to 1mprove
the reliability. If the number of times the degree of 1ncrease
AP becomes greater than the leakage predetermination value
L exceeds a predetermined number of times such as twice,
the process proceeds to a step S7 based on the determination
that there 1s leakage 1n the fuel system. In the step S7, an
alarm lamp, not shown, 1s turned on to warn that the
evaporated fuel purge system has failed, and the belt sole-
noid valve 8 1s turned off to complete the second failure
diagnosis.

FIG. § illustrates the details of the operations carried out
by the first failure diagnostic device 13 1n the step R4 of FIG.
3. In the first failure diagnosis, the purge solenoid valve 7 1s
turned on 1n a step T1, and the process then proceeds to a
step T2. In the step T2, a decrease 1n the 1nternal pressure of
the fuel tank 1 1s measured for a predetermined period of
time. In a step T3, the degree of decrease APD 1s calculated
from the measurement result. On this occasion, the degree of
decrease APD 1n the internal pressure of the fuel tank 1 for
the predetermined period of time after the turning-on of the
purge solenoid valve 7 1s calculated. In a step T4, the degree
of decrease APD 1s compared with the leakage determination
value M.

As 1ndicated by a broken line 1n FIG. 7, if the internal
pressure P3 of the fuel tank 1 1s higher than the predeter-
mined negative pressure P1 (i.e., APD=M), and if the degree
of decrease APD 1n the pressure 1s not smaller than the
reference degree of decrease 1n the pressure as the determi-
nation value M, the process proceeds to a step TS based on
the determination that there 1s a large hole 1n the evaporated
fuel purge system. In the step TS, an alarm lamp, not shown,
1s turned on to warn that the evaporated fuel purge system
has failed, and the process then proceeds to a step Té
wherein the vent solenoid valve 8 1s turned off to end the first
failure diagnosis. If 1t 1s determined in the step T4 that the
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degree of decrease APD 1n the pressure 1s greater than the
leakage determination value M, it 1s determined that there 1s
no large hole 1n the evaporated fuel purge system, and the
operation from the step RS downward 1s executed to carry
out the second failure diagnosis as to leakage from a small

hole.

As described above, 1n determining whether the evapo-
rated fuel purge system has failed or not, the operating range
B of the second failure diagnostic device 14 substantially
includes the operating range A of the first failure diagnostic
device 13 and 1s extended from the operating range A to
include a lower intake negative pressure range. This
increases the opportunities for failure diagnosis by the
second failure diagnostic device 14 by making use of the
differences in characteristics between the first failure diag-
nostic device 13 and the second failure diagnostic device 14,

and enables an improvement in the failure diagnostic per-
formance.

Taking electric noises, accuracy errors, and the like 1nto
consideration, the second failure diagnostic device 14 that
determines whether there 1s any leakage from a smaller hole
detects the degree of increase AP in the iternal pressure of
the fuel tank 1 a plurality of times, and this improves the
diagnostic accuracy.

Further, since the operating range B includes the lower
load range and/or the lower engine speed range than the
operating range A, it 1s possible to easily set the optimum
operating ranges of the first failure diagnostic device 13 and
the second failure diagnostic device 14. Further, since the
operating range B includes the entire operating range A, 1t 1s
not only determined whether there 1s any leakage from a

large hole. Therefore, 1t 1s never determined that the evapo-
rated fuel purge system i1s normally operating even though
there 1s leakage from a small hole, and this ensures the
reliability of the failure diagnosis.

What 1s claimed 1s:

1. A failure diagnostic system of an evaporated fuel

processing system, comprising:

a first failure diagnostic device for shutting off an evapo-
rated fuel purge passage connecting a fuel tank and an
engine intake passage from air 1n a first operating range
and determining whether there 1s any leakage from a
large hole by monitoring a degree of increase 1n pres-
sure 1n the fuel tank in which intake negative pressure
1s 1ntroduced; and

a second failure diagnostic device for reducing a pressure
in the fuel tank to a predetermined negative pressure
and sealing off the fuel tank from air 1n a second
operating range to carry out failure diagnosis to deter-
mine whether there 1s any leakage from a small hole by
monitoring a degree of 1ncrease 1n pressure 1n the fuel
tank;
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wherein said second operating range substantially
includes said first operating range and 1s extended from
said first operating range to include a lower intake
negative pressure range.

2. A failure diagnostic system of an evaporated fuel
processing system according to claim 1, further comprising:

an engine speed detecting device for detecting an engine
speed; and
an engine load detecting device for detecting an engine

load;

wherein said first operating range and said second oper-
ating range are set respectively according to the engine
speed and the engine load, such that said second
operating range includes a lower engine speed range
and a lower engine load range than said first operating,
range.

3. A failure diagnostic system of an evaporated fuel
processing system according to claim 1, wherein said second
failure diagnostic device starts carrying out failure diagnosis
after said first failure diagnostic device carries out failure
diagnosis 1n a common operating range.

4. A failure diagnostic system of an evaporated fuel
processing system according to claim 1, wherein 1if the
degree of decrease 1n pressure 1s smaller than a determina-
tion value, said first failure diagnostic device determines that
the evaporated fuel processing system has failed and 1ndi-
cates an alarm.

5. A failure diagnostic system of an evaporated fuel
processing system according to claim 1, wherein 1if the
degree of increase 1n pressure 1s greater than a determination
value, said second failure diagnostic device determines that
the evaporated fuel processing system has failed and 1ndi-
cates an alarm.

6. A failure diagnosis system of an evaporated fuel
processing system according to claim 1, wherein said second
failure diagnostic device repeats the process of reducing the
pressure 1n the fuel tank to the predetermined negative
pressure and sealing off the fuel tank from air, if the degree
of increase 1n pressure 1s greater than a determination value
In a first process.

7. A failure diagnosis system of an evaporated fuel
processing system according to claim 6, wherein said second
diagnostic device determines that the evaporated fuel pro-
cess system has failed when a number of times the degree of
increase becomes greater than the determination value
exceeds a predetermined number.
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